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appropriate them for his own use. After a determination of the 
facts, the Louisiana Supreme Court in First Nat. Bank of Birming- 
ham, Ala., v. Gilbert & Clay, 49 Southern Reporter, 593, announces 
this proposition as the law: that when money transferred to an hon- 
est taker has been obtained through a felony by the one transferring 
it, the honest taker who receives it without knowledge of the felony 
and in due course of business acquires a good title to it as against 
the one from whom it was stolen. 

Liability of Carrier for Injuries from Falling of Suit Case.-Wear- 
ing a heavy crepe veil, one Mary Adams boarded defendant's train 
and was conducted to a seat by the brakeman, both unaware of a 
suit case which had been placed in the rack overhead. She had 
traveled but 12 miles when it fell upon her, inflicting a serious injury, 
to recover for which she brought suit. The Court of Appeals of Ken- 
tucky in Adams v. Louisville & N. R. Co., 121 Southwestern Reporter, 
419, in reversing the judgment of dismissal, holds that as the suit 
case protruded five or six inches beyond the edge of the rack, and was 
fourteen inches wide, a very slight movement would throw its center 
of gravity outside of the rack, thereby making it a question for the 

jury whether the trainmen by the exercise of ordinary care should 
not have apprehended danger to a passenger sitting beneath. Both 
the conductor and brakeman had been through the car three or four 
times while plaintiff was sitting in the seat. That they did not see 
the suit case in the rack is held not conclusive that defendant is not 

liable, since those in charge of a passenger train cannot shut their 

eyes to the condition of the car, and must exercise ordinary care for 
the safety of the passengers. 
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